upon chooses to assail our opinions. A contrary course would involve us in endless and unprofitable controversy.
As a general rule, we are disposed to avoid controversy in our pages.
There are several reasons for this. In the first place, the readers of one journal are not always readers of another, and consequently garbled and partial statements of the arguments advanced may be put forward by either side, without the chance of correction. Again, we do not ourselves consider it a fascinating employment to read perpetually one side of a discussion, without seeing any more of the other than those portions which the disputant thinks easy of refutation; and we infer that our readers may be similarly disposed.
A Liebig also tells us that, "when moist azotized animal matter is exposed to the action of the air, ammonia is liberated;" and again he says "ammonia cannot be exposed to the action of oxygen without the formation of an oxyd of nitrogen, and in consequence the production of nitric acid." This latter idea is variously stated by him, as for exampled, "nitric acid is always a product when ammonia is present in the substance exposed to oxydation."
From this it is evident that Liebig believes that the hypothesis of the conversion of ammonia into nitric acid will answer, notwithstanding the contrary opinion of the Journal.
In speaking of this transformation of ammonia, the Journal says, "It is no easy matter, to accomplish this result;" but Liebig says, "It is owing to the great facility with which ammmonia is converted into nitric acid, that it is so difficult to obtain a correct determination of the quantity of nitrogen in a compound subjected to analysis, in which it is either contained in the form of ammonia, or from which ammonia is formed by an elevation of temperature." The Journal says of this transformation that "the surrounding deoxydizing influences render it almost impossible that it could occur" in the mouth. 
